September 17, 2003

In the later stages of pregnancy, at
the point the fetus becomes viable and
is able to live independently from the
mother, the state has a strong interest
in protecting potential human life.
States may, if they choose, regulate
and even prohibit abortion except
where necessary to preserve the life or
health of the woman.

In 1992, in Planned Parenthood v.
Casey, the Supreme Court specifically
reaffirmed Roe’s standard for evalu-
ating restrictions on abortion after vi-
ability but eliminated Roe’s trimester
framework by explicitly extending the
state’s interest in protecting potential
life and maternal health to apply
throughout the pregnancy.

Thus, under Casey, regulations that
affect a woman’s abortion decision that
further these state interests are valid
unless they have the ‘‘purpose or ef-
fect” of “imposing a substantial obsta-
cle” in the woman’s path.

However, the bottom line is that in
Casey the Court retained the ‘‘central
holding”’ of Roe v. Wade. As a result,
women in all 50 States still enjoy the
constitutional right to choose.

The challenge for American men and
women who support a pro-choice agen-
da will be to continue to make their
voices heard in an environment that
appears focused on nullifying all repro-
ductive rights and trying to overturn
Roe after 30 years.

Roe v. Wade secured an important
constitutional right—a right I strongly
support.

I am deeply concerned about passing
a late-term birth abortion bill that
doesn’t include language recognizing
the importance of Roe. That is why I
believe that we should disagree with
the House message accompanying S. 3.

I urge my colleagues to vote to sup-
port the language in the Senate-passed
version of S. 3 regarding the impor-
tance of Roe v. Wade. We cannot—we
must not—go back to a time without
choice.

Mr. President, I yield the floor and
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—H.R. 2754

AMENDMENT NO. 1723

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that notwithstanding
the passage of H.R. 2754, the energy and
water appropriations bill, it be in order
to consider and agree to the amend-
ment that is at the desk. I have cleared
this with the Republican manager of
the bill, Senator DOMENICI.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment (No. 1723) was agreed
to, as follows:
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On page 16, end of line 12, before the *“.”” in-

sert the following:
. Provided further, That $65,000,000 is provided
to be used by the Secretary of the Army, act-
ing through the Chief of Engineers, to repair,
restore, and clean up projects and facilities
of the Corps of Engineers and dredge naviga-
tion channels, restore and clean out area
streams, provide emergency stream bank
protection, restore other crucial public in-
frastructure (including water and sewer fa-
cilities), document flood impacts, and under-
take other flood recovery efforts considered
necessary by the Chief of Engineers

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2004

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 2691,
which the clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (H.R. 2691) making appropriations
for the Department of the Interior and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2004, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana.

AMENDMENT NO. 1724

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I call up
a substitute amendment which is at
the desk. This amendment is the text
of S. 1391.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Montana [Mr. BURNS]
proposes an amendment numbered 1724.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(The amendment is printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’)

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I am
pleased to bring before the Senate the
Interior and related agencies appro-
priations bill for fiscal year 2004. In
dollar terms, this is a modest bill com-
pared to many of the appropriations
bills we tackle in this body. It totals
about $19.6 billion in discretionary
budget authority. But in terms of its
direct impact on the lives and liveli-
hoods of the people and communities
throughout this country, it is a critical
bill, and it is of particular importance
to the Western States, such as my
State of Montana, where the Depart-
ment of the Interior and the Forest
Service either own or manage in trust
vast acres of land.

The
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These are lands where my constitu-
ents live. This is where they graze live-
stock, where they mine, where they
hike, hunt, fish, and timber. What we
do in this bill affects all of those ac-
tivities.

It is not just a public lands bill. It is
also a bill that provides education,
health care, and other core services for
the Native Americans of America.

It supports energy research and de-
velopment that fosters economic
growth, strengthens our national secu-
rity posture, and improves the quality
of our environment. And it supports
the treasured cultural institutions,
such as the Smithsonian and the Na-
tional Endowment for the Human-
ities—institutions that help tell the
story of America and that remind us
who we are as a people.

As I suspect is the case with many of
my colleagues who have chaired appro-
priations subcommittees, the more I
learn about the agencies funded in this
bill, the harder it gets to make tough
choices that have to be made, particu-
larly in the current fiscal climate.

The President’s fiscal year 2004 budg-
et request for the Interior bill was
$19.56 billion in discretionary budget
authority, a modest increase over the
comparable level for fiscal year 2003.

While the budget request included in-
creases for several activities that have
considerable merit, it also proposed se-
vere reductions in a number of critical
programs that have broad support
within the Senate. With an allocation
that is effectively the same as the
President’s request, we had to make
some tough choices.

That said, with the help of Senator
DORGAN, my good friend and neighbor
from North Dakota, we have been able
to fashion a responsible bill that does a
number of very positive things.

The bill provides increases for the
core operating programs of the land
management agencies, including $72
million for our National Park System
and $31 million for the Fish and Wild-
life Service. The funds provided for the
park system include $20 million over
the budget request to increase the base
operating budgets of individual parks.

The bill also increases funding for
Bureau of Land Management oper-
ations by $27 million and adds $34 mil-
lion to the President’s request for For-
est Service activities.

From the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund, the bill appropriates $511
million. This includes $222 million for
Federal land acquisition, an increase of
$35 million over the budget request and
more than double the House total of
$100 million. As is always the case,
there was great interest in increasing
funding for the land, water, and con-
servation programs, but I think the
amount provided is reasonable given
the constraints of the subcommittee
allocation and the many other de-
mands on this bill.

The Interior bill also supports sev-
eral grant programs. I won’t go
through all the numbers, but among
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